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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to the Amendment filed 05/23/2008. 

2. Claims 1-3 and 6-10, are pending in this application. Claims 1 and 3 are 
independent claims. In the instant Amendment, claimsl-3 and 6-10 were amended, and 
claims 4-5 and 11-13 were cancelled. In the instant amendment, claims 14 and 15 are 
added new. This action is made Final. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Osuga Hideo (JP Pub. No.: 2002-007887) in view of Fushimi et al. (US Pub No.: 
20040148232). 

As to claim 1 , Osuga discloses an inquiry processing apparatus comprising: a first 
providing unit configured to provide hierarchically arranged web pages to a browser 
terminal via a network, the web pages including an inquiry page for entering an inquiry 
and content pages ( paragraph [0001], [0009] - [0018], claim 1 and 2) . 

a recording unit configured to record therein a history of the provision of content 
pages to the browser terminal, the history including provided-page information indicating 
content pages having been provided to the browser terminal and provided-level 
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information indicating a hierarchical level of each of the provided content pages 
(paragraph [0009] - [0019], claim 1 and 2). 

a receiving unit configured to receive an inquiry entered into the inquiry page via 
the browser terminal (paragraph [0001] and [0010]). 

a judging unit configured to judge when the inquiry is received, whether any 
content page of a lowest hierarchical level has been provided to the browser terminal, 
based on the provided-page information and the provided-level information included in 
the history of the provision of content pages (paragraph [0010], [0023] and [0025]). 

a second providing unit configured to provide a page containing the received 
inquiry and a result of the judgment to a respondcr terminal used by a rcspondcr for 
responding to the inquiry, the responder terminal being different from the browser 
terminal(paragraph [0008], [0010], [0022] -[0026] and [0098] . 

However Osuga does not explicitly disclose a judging unit configured to judge, 
Fushimi from the same field of endeavor disclose a judging unit configured to judge, 
(example, such as, Upon receiving the catalog data, the catalog aggregator 3 judges the 
catalog provider who provided this catalog data (step SI 07), judging whether selected 
product catalog can be provided or not, see paragraph [0115] and Figure 12 (element 
SI 89)) 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Osuga's processing inquiry at the time of the invention was made with judging as 
presented by Fushimi. 
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The motivation to combine to provide an electronic catalog aggregation apparatus 
capable of providing credit information of trade participants including a product provider 
and a product purchaser in relation to the catalog information such that a creditability of 
each trade participant can be judged efficiently and quickly, so as to realize a safe 
electronic commerce system. 

As to claim 2 , Osuga discloses the inquiry processing apparatus further 
comprising: a checking unit configured to check, each time a content page is provided to 
the browser terminal content page is of the lowest hierarchical level, wherein the 
recording unit is configured to record a result of the checking as the history (paragraph 
[0001]- [0010]). 

Claim 3 is similar in scope to claim 1, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. However Osuga does not disclose electronic catalog. Fushimi from the same 
field of endeavor disclose electronic catalog (example, such as electronic catalog 
aggregation apparatus, see abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Hirayama's processing inquiry at the time of the invention was made with electronic 
catalog aggregation apparatus as presented by Fushimi. 

The motivation to combine to provide an electronic catalog aggregation apparatus 
capable of eliminating the catalog extraction, editing and delivery operations required for 
the catalog provider with respect to each catalog user and the catalog receiving and 
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accounting operations required for the catalog user with respect to each catalog provider, 
so as to realize a fast and efficient electronic catalog system. 

As to claim 6 , Fushimi discloses wherein the judging unit is configured to provide 
a negative judgment if no content page of the lowest hierarchical level has been provided 
to the browser terminal (such as, negative judgment such as whether the catalog provider 
or the catalog user satisfies an examination condition or not is judged, examination 
(OK/NG), see paragraph [0112] and Figure 5(element S47)). 

As to claim 7 , Fushimi discloses wherein the judging unit is configured to provide 
a positive judgment if at least one content page of the lowest hierarchical level has been 
provided to the browser terminal (such as, positive judgment such as whether the catalog 
provider or the catalog user satisfies an examination condition or not is judged, 
examination (OK/NG), see paragraph [0112] and Figure 5(element S47). 

As to claim 8 , Osuga discloses wherein the responder terminal is configured to 
display the result of the judgment (paragraph [0010], [0030] and [0038]). 



As to claim 9 , Osuga discloses further comprising a database configured to store 
the result of the judgment (paragraph [0009], [0017] and [0018]). 
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As to claim 10 , Osuga discloses wherein the responder terminal is configured to 
display the history of the provision of content pages to the browser terminal (paragraph 
[0038] - [0049] and [0065]). 

Claim 14 is similar in scope to claim 1, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

As to claim 15 , Osuga discloses further comprising: means for selecting an 
inquiry page to provide to the browser terminal from a plurality of inquiry pages based on 
the history of the provision of content pages to the browser terminal (paragraph [0010], 
[0023] and [0025]). 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to the amended claims 1,11 and 21 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that: (a) Osuga does not disclose a recording unit or any means 
of recording a user's browsing history. 

(b) Osuga does not disclose a recording unit configured to record a history of 
the provision of content pages indicating "a hierarchical level of each of the provided 
content pages." 

(c) Osuga fails to disclose "a judging unit configured to judge". 
The Examiner disagrees for the following reasons. 
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Per (a), Osuga discloses a recording unit or any means of recording a user's 
browsing history (paragraph [0009] - [0019], claim 1 and 2). 

Per (b), Osuga discloses a recording unit configured to record a history of 
the provision of content pages indicating "a hierarchical level of each of the provided 
content pages" (paragraph [0009] - [0019], claim 1 and 2). 

(c) Osuga discloses "a judging unit configured to judge" (paragraph [0010], 
[0023] and [0025]). 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Inquires 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MESEKER TAKELE whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1653. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30AM- 
5:00PM est. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Bashore can be reached on (571) 272-4088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/M. TJ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2175 



/William L. Bashore/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2175 



